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Traditionally, the Introduction to a commentary discusses in depth topics such as 
are listed in the outline that follows. In reality, users, checking a passage or theme, 
may go directly to it, without working through the Introduction. Accordingly, the 
findings of this Introduction, presupposed throughout the volume, are summa-
rized here.

Paul writes to Christian house churches at Philippi from Ephesus in 54–55.* 
The canonical four-ch. Phil contains parts of three letters from Paul:

Letter A. 4:10–20 expresses thanks for the Philippians’ concern for him and 
joy at their relationship; he describes some of his situation (no indication he 
is imprisoned). a.d. 54.
Letter B. 1:1–3:1, likely parts of 4:1–9, 4:21–23, late 54 or early 55, while 
Paul is imprisoned in Ephesus. Joy and appreciation at their sharing in the 
gospel, including the ministry of a Philippian, Epaphroditus. Paul tells of his 
dire situation and the more positive prospects for the gospel’s progress, urg-
ing unity in the face of opposition.
Letter C. 3:2–21, perhaps parts of 4:1–9, a.d. 55; no evidence that Paul is 
still jailed. A polemical letter to warn against enemies, with concern over 
doctrine, ethics, and unity.

Letters B, C, and A were combined a.d. 90–100, probably in Philippi, to pre-
serve Paul’s words to his favorite congregation for Christians elsewhere.

There are many purposes to Phil because it combines letters for different situa-
tions. The commentary must treat each section in its original setting and further 
meanings in the redacted epistle. While I prefer thorough presentation of options 
on questions an Introduction should take up, limitation here on pages makes that 
impossible. Arguments are therefore condensed in each section, with some Bibli-
ography.

I. PHILIPPI AND ENVIRONS

The approach in this commentary will not be understood unless it is grasped that 
Philippi was almost unique among cities Paul addressed in his letters: it differed 
from other places he evangelized because of its “Roman-ness” and lack of a Jewish 
community. It was twice founded as a Roman colonia (Acts 16:12), first by Gaius 
Octavian (later Augustus Caesar) and Mark Antony after a double battle there in 
42 b.c. when they defeated Cassius and Brutus and ended the Roman Republic; 
and then, after the defeat of Anthony and Cleopatra in 31 b.c., as Colonia Iulia 
Augusta Philippensis. This “little Rome” had legal status as if in Italy, with some 
10,000 inhabitants, many of them citizens, in a walled city of 167 acres plus over 
700 square miles around it. Philippi reflected Thracian underpinnings, Hellenis-
tic culture, but dominant Romanitas. Its religions included classic Greco-Roman 
gods and goddesses, Thracian deities, and Oriental cults (Isis). The dominant new 
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*  Boldface type indicates key points.
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factor was Imperial religion and the Emperor cult, the faith of some fifty million 
people, more or less, with rituals and celebrations that touched most of life. Acts 
16 and archeology report no synagogue (at best, a “place of prayer” for a few 
women like Lydia, a convert). On women in these cults, see Marchal 73–90. Phil 
may echo but never overtly quotes (OT) Scripture ([4] Comment A.1). Jews were 
negligible or nonexistent (Bockmuehl 9) in Roman Philippi. See further Philip-
pian Studies.

Select Bibliography on Philippi (see also General Bibliography and Com-
mentaries)
Barr-Sharrar, B., and E. N. Borza, eds. 1982. Macedonia and Greece in Late Classical and 

Early Hellenistic Times. Studies in the History of Art 10, Symposium Series I. 
Washington, DC: National Gallery of Art.

Brunt, P. A., and J. M. Moore, eds. 1967. RES GESTAE DIVI AUGUSTI: The Achieve-
ments of the Divine Augustus. London: Oxford Univ. Press.

Cassidy, R. J. 2001b. Christians and Roman Rule in the New Testament. New Perspectives. 
Companions to the New Testament. New York: Crossroad.

Collart, P. 1937. Philippes, ville de Macédoine, depuis ses origines jusqu’à la fin de l’époque 
Romain. École française d’Athènes: Travaux et Mémoires 5. 2 vols. Paris: Boccard.

Elliger, W. 1978. Paulus in Griechenland. Philippi, Thessaloniki, Athen, Korinth. SBS 
92/93. Stuttgart: KBW; repr. 1987 (cf. TLZ 113 [1988] cols. 441–42; Pilhofer 1:36 
n 112).

Ferguson, E. 1993. Backgrounds of Early Christianity. Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 2nd ed.
Harrison, J. R. 2002. “Paul and the Imperial Gospel at Thessaloniki,” JSNT 25/1:71–96.
Helgeland, J. 1978. “Roman Army Religion,” ANRW 2/16:2:1470–1505.
Jewett, R. 1986. The Thessalonian Correspondence: Pauline Rhetoric and Millennial Piety. 

Philadelphia: Fortress.
Koukouli-Chrysantaki, C. “Colonia Iulia Augusta Philippensis,” in Bakirtzis/Koester 5–

35.
Krentz, E. 2001. “De Caesare et Christo,” CurTM 28:341–45.
MacMullen, R. 2000. Romanization in the Time of Augustus. New Haven: Yale.
Price, S. R. F. 1984a. Rituals and Power: The Roman Imperial Cult in Asia Minor. Cam-

bridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, repr. 1996.
Raaflaub/Toher = Between Republic and Empire: Interpretations of Augustus and His Prin-

cipate, ed. K. A. Raaflaub and M. Toher. Berkeley: Univ. of California, 1990.
RoR = Religions of Rome, Vol. 1: A History; Vol. 2, A Sourcebook, ed. M. Beard,  

J. North, and S. Price. Cambridge: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1998.
Sakellariou, M. B., ed. 1983. Macedonia: 4000 Years of Greek History and Civilization. 

Greek Lands in History. Athens: Ekdotike Athenon (Gk. ed. 1982).
Schowalter, D. N. 1993. The Emperor and the Gods: Images from the Time of Trajan. 

HDR 28. Minneapolis: Fortress.
Turcan, R. 1996. The Cults of the Roman Empire. Tr. A. Neill. Oxford: Blackwell.
Vittinghoff, F. 1952. Römische Kolonisation und Bürgerrechtspolitik unter Caesar und Au-

gustus. Mainz, Akademie der Wissenschaft und der Literatur, Abhandlungen der 
Geistes- und Socialwissenschaftlichen Klasse Jahrgang 1951, Nr. 14. Wiesbaden: 
F. Steiner Verlag.

Zanker, P. 1990. The Power of Images in the Age of Augustus. Ann Arbor: Univ. of Michigan 
Press.
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II. PAUL AND PHILIPPI IN ACTS: The Founding Mission 
and Subsequent Visits (Acts 16:11–40; 20:1–6)

Philippians has long been treated in light of the Apostle’s visits to the city as re-
ported in Acts. Luke may have good source materials for chs. 16 and 20, perhaps 
even “information concerning Philippi . . . from an eyewitness of the Pauline mis-
sion” (Haenchen, Acts 503, cf. 86–87; Lüdemann 1989b:181–84, 222–25), behind 
his eight units:� (1) Travel Itinerary, from Troas to Philippi (Acts 16:11–12a); (2) The 
First Converts, Lydia, with her household (16:12b–15). A “house church” results 
when Lydia “was baptized and her household” (oikos, children, slaves, extended 
family), the first of several in Philippi.� (3) Exorcism of a Python-spirited slave girl 
(16:16–18); (4) The Sequel to the Exorcism: Paul and Silas beaten and jailed by 
the Philippian authorities (16:19–24); (5) The Further Sequel: an earthquake frees 
the prisoners, the jailer and his household are converted (16:25–34); (6) The Next 
Day: Paul and Silas get public apologies, but are asked to leave Philippi (16:35–
40). Paul invokes his Roman citizenship in 16:37; that he possessed citzenship has 
sometimes been denied, but it is likely historical.� (7) A Second Possible Visit by 
Paul to Philippi (20:1–2); (8) Paul’s Final Visit to Philippi (20:3–6).

Select Bibliography on Acts, including Commentaries (cited by author’s 
name; plus, if necessary, Acts or (Ger.) Apg.; year or series added, if necessary)
BC = The Beginnings of Christianity. Part I. The Acts of the Apostles, ed. F. J. Foakes-Jackson/

K. Lake, 5 vols. London: Macmillan, 1920–33; repr., Grand Rapids: Baker, 1979.
Conzelmann, H. 1987. Acts of the Apostles: A Commentary (Ger. 1963, 2nd ed.1972). 

Hermeneia. Philadelphia: Fortress.
Fitzmyer, J. A. 1998. The Acts of the Apostles: A New Translation with Introduction and 

Commentary. AB 31. New York: Doubleday.
Haenchen, E. 1971. The Acts of the Apostles: A Commentary (Ger. 1965). Philadelphia: 

Westminster/Oxford: Blackwell.

�  For this commentary a full treatment of the Acts vv was prepared because J. Munck (AB 31, 1967) 
was so brief. The Fitzmyer AB vol. on Acts (1998) is more detailed, but more can be said than its lim-
ited space permitted. It is hoped that my treatment, with excursuses, will appear elsewhere.
�  For “the church [or assembly] in the house of so-and-so” (h≤ kat’ oikon + gen. ekkl≤sia), cf. 1 Cor 
16:19; Rom 16:5 (AB 33:736); Phlm 2 (AB 34C:89–90); Banks 1980/1994; Klauck 1981; Matson 136–
68; EDNT 2:501–2. Was Lydia patron, leader (in hospitality, worship?), and even episkopos (Phil 1:1) 
of such a group? RoR 2:10–13 (Intro. I Bibl.) sketches examples of house churches. A second house 
church emerged for Philippi at 16:32–24, the jailer and his oikos. R. W. Gehring, House Church and 
Mission: The Importance of Household Structures in Early Christianity (Peabody, MA: Hendrickson, 
2004). Cf. (1) Comment B.5, Bibl. overseer.
�  Tarsian citizenship (Acts 21:39) could also be involved (BC 4:201;5:309–12). Jews could hold Roman 
citizenship and often did (S. Appelbaum, “The Legal Status of Jewish Communities in the Diaspora,” 
in CRINT 1:420–63). Saul may have had it by birth (22:28; F. F. Bruce, New Testament History [Lon-
don: Nelson, 1969; Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1971] 235). A citizen might carry a small wooden 
diptych copy of birth registration, cf. F. Schulz, “Roman Registers of Birth and Birth Certificates (i),” 
JRS 33 (1942) 78–91 and (ii) 33 (1943) 55–64; Sherwin-White 1963:148–46; Tajra 28, 81–89. See 
further, (3) Comment B.3.j, n 39; (4) Comment A.7; (16) Comment B.1.a.
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Jervell, J. 1998. Die Apostelgeschichte. KEK 3, 17th ed. Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & 
Ruprecht.

Levinskaya, I. 1996. The Book of Acts in Its Diaspora Setting. BAFCS 5. Grand Rapids: 
Eerdmans/Carlisle: Paternoster.

Matson, D. L. 1996. Household Conversion Narratives in Acts: Pattern and Interpretation. 
JSNTSup 123. Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press.

Matthews, S. 2001. First Converts. Rich Pagan Women and the Rhetoric of Mission in Early 
Judaism and Christianity. Contraversions: Jews and Other Differences. Stanford, 
CA: Stanford Univ. Press. Pp. 51–100.

Munck, J. 1967. The Acts of the Apostles. AB 31. Rev. W. F. Albright & C. S. Mann. Garden 
City, NY: Doubleday.

Tajra, H. W. 1989. The Trial of St. Paul: A Juridical Exegesis of the Second Half of the Acts 
of the Apostles. WUNT 2/35. Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck.

Weiser, A. 1981. Die Apostelgeschichte. ÖTK 5/1–2. Gütersloh: Mohn/Würzburg: Echter-
Verlag, 2nd ed. 1985.

III. THE LETTER(S) “TO THE PHILIPPIANS”  
(PROS PHILIPP¡SIOUS)

A. Outline. In light of content (logical or thematic development; Lft.), epistolary 
approaches (J. L. White, Doty), and rhetoric (Garland 1985), the following out-
line fits the four chs. as a whole:

1:1–2	 Opening salutation or address (sender, addressees, greeting).
1:3–11	 Thanksgiving and prayer (report on how Paul prays) for the community.
1:12–26	 Paul’s situation in imprisonment: prospects for the gospel and for 

himself.
1:27–2:18	 Exhortation to the Philippian community in its situation: unity, fear-

lessness, harmony, traditionally “humility” has been emphasized, 
love for others, and witness in the world. 
2:6–11  the “Christ hymn” or “story of salvation,” among other gos-
pel incentives (2:1,5).

2:19–30	 News and plans about Timothy, Paul, and Epaphroditus.
3:1	 Rejoice!
3:2–21	 Warnings against “dogs” and “enemies of Christ’s cross,” with refer-

ences to the righteousness of God, Christ’s death and resurrection, 
Paul as pattern, future eschatology.

4:1	 Stand firm!
4:2–9	 Admonitions to individuals (vv 2–3) and the community at Philippi 

(vv 4–7, 8–9).
4:10–20	 Thanks, sort of, for gifts from Philippi to Paul.
4:21–23	 Conclusion: greetings (vv 21–22), benediction (v 23).

B. Purposes, in part noted above (p. 3), are detailed in (1) Comment B.2. The 
eight purposes suggest several letters; the several problems addressed point to how 
the document(s) arose.
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C. Communications Between Paul and Philippi. The number of trips between 
Macedonia and the city of Paul’s imprisonment is a factor in reconstructing the 
situation behind Phil, for determining its place of composition (VII.A, below), 
and hence an overall chronology (VIII). The chart below sketches likely contacts 
between Paul and the Philippians.

Chart 1 :  Communications between Paul and Philippi, including his three letters.

a.d. 54	 EPHESUS	 PHILIPPI

Word about Paul’s situation in Ephesus  
reaches the Philippians	

	Aid (financial) is sent via Epaphroditus

Paul writes a note of thanks (Letter A, 4:10–20)	

News that Epaphroditus has been taken ill  
reaches Philippi	

(The news about Paul may or may not have included his imprisonment, since it is unclear 
in 4:10–20 whether he is in jail as yet; by the time of Letter B, Paul is under guard, 1:12–14)

	�Paul hears that the Philippians are 
disturbed at Epaphroditus’ illness (2:26, 
Epaphroditus is distressed too)

Epaphroditus returns home (2:25–30)  
with Letter B (1:1–3:1)	

	�Paul, released from prison, is able to send 
Timothy to Philippi (2:19,23)

a.d. 55

Paul hears about “the enemies,” possibly soon to threaten Philippi  
 (news from Galatia, or events in the Ephesus area, or tidings from Philippi?) 

Paul sends Letter C (3:2–21) from  
somewhere near Ephesus	

Paul expects the following contacts in the future: (1) Timothy will go to Philippi 
(2:19a) as soon as Paul sees how his own situation will turn out (2:23). (2) He looks 
for Timothy to come back and report firsthand on matters in Philippi, thus cheer-
ing Paul with news about the Philippians (2:19b). (3) Paul expects “deliverance” 
(1:19); then he will come to Philippi again, indeed “shortly” (1:16; 2:24), details 
that fit Ephesus better than Caesarea or Rome.

IV. Text, Glosses, and Interpolation Theories

A. Text. Our tr. and commentary are based on the 27th ed. of Nestle-Aland et al., 
Novum Testamentum graece (Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft, 1993; hereaf-
ter NA27), with occasional references to its earlier editions, the UBSGNT, and 
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WH = B. F. Westcott/F. J. A. Hort, The New Testament in the Original Greek 
(Cambridge/London 1881). The judgment of Vincent (xxxvii) in 1897, “The 
epistle presents no textual questions of importance,” found assent by Bockmuehl 
40 a century later. Textual matters are regularly taken up in the Notes, often, be-
cause of constraints of space, by referring to NA27, though one would like to spell 
out for the general reader MS names, dates, etc. The critical principle of prefer-
ring the shorter reading is reconsidered in (13) Note on 3:12b, or . . . justified.

B. Glosses and Interpolations. Most such (19th-cent.) notions of later additions (cf. 
Moffatt, Intro. 172) have long since been forgotten. Recent commentators agree 
there are no interpolated passages in Phil. But note W. Schmithals; J. C. O’Neill 
1988 (Section 7 Bibl.); Notes on 1:1 episkopoi kai diakonois; 1:17 ouch hagnºs; 
(3) Comment B.2 n 22.

Select Bibliography on Text, Glosses, and Interpolations
Aland, K. 1963. Kurzgefasste Liste der griechischen Handschriften des Neuen Testaments, 

vol. 1: Gesamtübersicht. ANTF 1. Berlin/New York: de Gruyter.
Clemen, C. 1894. Die Einheitlichkeit der paulinischen Briefe an der Hand der bisher mit 

Bezug auf sie aufgestellten Interpolations- und Kompilationshypothesen. Göttin-
gen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht.

Silva, M. 1982. “The Text of Philippians: Its Early History in the Light of UBSGNT3,” AAR/
SBL Abstracts 1982, p. 158, SBL no. 59, reflected in Silva’s Phil. 1988:25 n 28.

Walker, W. O., Jr. 2001. Interpolations in the Pauline Letters. JSNTSup 213. London/New 
York: Sheffield Academic Press.

V. AUTHORSHIP

Phil says it is by Paul and Timothy (1:1). On co-senders, see (1) Comment B.4.c. 
Polycarp’s Letter to the Philippians (a.d. 115–135) expressly states Paul wrote  
to Philippi and contains echoes of his letter(s). Though 19th-cent. criticism 
(Tübingen School) sometimes denied Paul wrote Phil (Moffatt, Intro. 165, 170–
72; 165), today, “authenticity of Philippians is not seriously challenged” (L. T. 
Johnson 1999:369), even from computer research in the 1960s.

VI. Partition Theories AND THE Unity 
(Integrity) of the Document

“Unity” implies Paul composed all four chs. of Phil as one letter and sent it on a 
single occasion. Some speak of “integrity,” a somewhat loaded term, as if compos-
ite letters lack integrity.

A. External Evidence in Antiquity. Polycarp, Phil 3.2, recorded that Paul, “when 
he was absent, wrote to you letters” (epistolas; “them,” pl.; cf. 11.3, epistulae); 
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some seek to explain away the pl. (Hartog 224–25; Berding 62–63). It has been 
argued that the “Epistle to the Laodiceans” (ABD 4:231–33; HSNTApoc 2:128–
32) used a version of Phil that lacked 3:2–4:3 and 4:10–20 (Sellew; contrast 
Holloway 1998). There is thus some ancient outside support for partitioning 
(Bockmuehl 22, “corroborating evidence”). The view rests mainly on what is in 
Phil.

Select Bibliography on Polycarp and Laodiceans
Berding, K. 2002. Polycarp and Paul: An Analysis of their Literary and Theological Relation-

ship in Light of Polycarp’s Use of Biblical and Extra-Biblical Literature. VCSup 62. 
Leiden: Brill.

Hartog, P. 2001. Polycarp and the New Testament. The Occasion, Rhetoric, Theme, and 
Unity of the Epistle to the Philippians and its Allusions to New Testament Litera-
ture. WUNT 2/134. Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck.

Holloway, P. A. 1998. “The Apocryphal Epistle to the Laodiceans and the Partitioning of 
Philippians,” HTR 91:321–25.

Sellew, P. 1994. “Laodiceans and the Philippians Fragments Hypothesis,” HTR 87:17–28; 
cf. 91 (1998) 327–29.

B. Internal Evidence in Philippians. The case for one or more letters in Phil is cu-
mulative.

1. 3:1–2 represents an abrupt shift in mood and content, followed by polemical 
invective in 3:2–21. Ch. 3 was starting point for theories of a letter within canoni-
cal Phil. Cf. below, (10), (11).

2. 4:10–20, where Paul seems finally to thank the Philippians for their support 
but never quite says “thank you,” is buried late in the four-ch. letter. It could be the 
body of a note written to the Philippians promptly upon receipt of their gift. Cf. 
(16) Comment A.1.

Partition theories go back to 19th -cent. German scholarship (not to Le Moyne 
in 1685; so D. Cook). In 1914 Symes argued for five letters by Paul to Philippi! In 
general, a case for two letters was common by 1940 (3:1–2 as dividing line; e.g., 
Gnilka). After 1945 three letters became more common (e.g., Rahtjen, Schmithals, 
Beare). Space does not permit listing arguments here or supporters for each view 
or for the unity of Phil. By 1978 a considerable consensus could be claimed, at 
least in German scholarship, for partitioning.� But some, esp. in the Anglo-Saxon 
world, never were convinced and defended the unity of Phil. In particular there 
has been appeal to rhetorical analysis� to support a four-ch. letter. Rhetorical anal-

�  Schenke-Fischer 1:125, 132 n 2.
�  Rhetorical approaches: On application of classical rhetoric to the NT, see G. A. Kennedy 1984; 
B. Mack, Rhetoric and the New Testament (Minneapolis: Fortress, 1990); F. W. Hughes 13–50; on the 
“New Rhetoric,” Marchal 3–11. Terms in Lausberg; WDNTECLR 357–59. Swift combined some 
rhetorical aspects with epistolary terms. Garland 1985 regarded 1:27–4:3 as a literary unity, with the 
appeal to Euodia and Syntyche in 4:3 “climactic” (173); 3:1–21 is a digression, but deliberate rhetori-
cally, “to affect his audience prior to the direct, emotional appeal in 4:2.” Robuck ([7] Bibl.) 156–74, 
salutatio (1:1–2), captatio benevolentiae (1:3–11), narratio (1:12–3:21), petitio (4:1–20), and conclusio 
(4:21–23), with 2:5–11 as exemplum (194). Watson 1988b, deliberative rhetoric (not epideictic, as 

	 VI. Partition Theories and the Unity (Integrity) of the Document	 �

27758-01.indd   9 8/29/08   8:20:47 AM

Copyrighted Material



10	 introduction

ysis can also be enlisted in support of more than one letter to Philippi (Pesch). The 
rheotorical approach is important enough to summarize examples in n 2, to which 
reference will be made throughout the commentary. Much the same is true of 
appeal to chiastic or concentric structure as a key (Wick),� and to the principle of 

Kennedy 1984:77 held, but cf. Watson 60, Phil 2:19–30 is epideictic): exordium (1:3–26); narratio 
(1:27–30); probatio (2:1–3:21), with three developments of the proposition, in 2:1–11, 2:12–18, and 
3:1–21 (2:19–30 is digressio); peroratio, 4:1–20. So Geoffrion 21, 160–61; Fields (see below [12] Com-
ment A.1); Sisson 246–48. Critique of Watson in Reed 1993 (JSNTSup 90) 314–23. Watson 1997 in-
tegrated epistolary and rhetorical structure, followed by D. K. Williams 2002:89–90. Schoon-Janßen 
141, the rhetorical outline Watson employed for all four chs. was used by Schenk as rhetorical struc-
ture for his Letter C (exordium, 3:2–4; narratio, 3:5–7; propositio, 3:8–11; argumentatio, 3:12–14; and 
refutatio, 3:15–21; cf. Reumann 1991a). Wick 163 concludes that the rhetorical method produced no 
clarity on the unity question. Bloomquist 119–38, Paul’s letter is deliberative but with forensic and 
epideictic elements (120); 1:3–11 = exordium; 1:12–14 narratio; 1:15–18a partitio; 1:18b–4:7 = argu-
mentatio, with 1:18b–26 confirmatio, 1:27–2:18 exhortatio concluding the confirmatio, 2:19–30 exem-
pla; 3:1–16 reprehensio; 3:17–4:7 exhortatio, concluding the reprehensio; and 4:8–20, peroratio. 
1:1–2:30 presents “all of the component parts of a non-literary papyrus letter” (116), with 3:1–4:7 mir-
roring 1:15–2:18 (111) and 4:8–20 providing a third section of epistolary “body”; thus there could be 
three letter bodies (though Bloomquist opts finally for an integral letter, 117). Black 1995:48, 1:1–2 = 
epistolary prescript; 1:3–11 exordium; 1:12–26, narratio; 1:27–3:21, argumentatio, involving a proposi-
tio in 1:27–30, probatio in 2:1–30, and refutatio in 3:1–21; the peroratio consists only of 4:1–9, for 
4:10–20 is again narratio; 4:21–23, epistolary postscript. Primarily deliberative rhetoric (16; but cf. 46 
on “judicial” rhetoric; “friendship” is minimized for any macrostructure, n 46); epistolary categories 
(22–44) like “body opening”; “Philippians is best understood as a hybrid letter in which the epistolary 
body contains a deliberative heart,” 49. J. Walker, Rhetoric and Poetics in Antiquity (New York: Oxford, 
2000), epideictic discourse had more importance in antiquity than is often assumed, compared with 
civic, “pragmatic” oratory. D. K. Williams 2002:78–105 stresses “rhetorical arguments using theologi-
cal language” (82). C. W. Davis 1999 injects “principles of orality” into the question of literary struc-
ture in Phil (see n 3 below). Brucker ([7] Bibl.): 1:3–11 exordium, 1:12–26 narratio, 1:27–30 propositio, 
2:1–3:21 probatio, 4:1–20 peroratio. Edart 290–300, 1:3–11 exordium, 1:12–26 narratio, 1:27–30 prop-
ositio, 2:1–18 first probatio (12–19 = peroratio), 2:19–30 + 3:1a + ch. 4 digressio (4:1–9 = recapitulatio, 
4:10–23 peroratio, with two propositiones); all this is Text A; 3:2–16 is a separate letter; see n 7 below. 
For Bittasi, see n 3. R. D. Anderson, Ancient Rhetorical Theory and Paul, CBET 18 (Kampen: Kok 
Pharos, 1996; rev., Leuven: Peeters, 2000) and others conclude that Paul knew little about, and did not 
conform to, ancent rhetorical theories. Bockmuehl 39, this “frenzy of scholarly activity” is a dangerous 
“pan-rhetoricism.”
�  Chiastic structures: Rolland 1990 found a relatively simple structure: 1:1–11 goes with 4:10–23, 
1:12–2:18 has parallels with 3:1–4:20; 2:19–30 is “interlude.” P. Aspen, 1992 diss. (cf. Pretorius 1995: 
273–75, 277–84), proposed a chiastic, or better concentric, reading where 2:6–11 is the center of a 
letter that excludes 3:2–4:1 and 4:10–20. His “main letter” runs: Phil 1:1–2 = Greetings; 4:21–23 = 
Final salutation
1:3–11	 A1  Gospel-koinºnia, the central concern of the letter
1:12–26	   B1  Paul’s trials
1:27–2:5	     C1  Exhortation to “one mind, one spirit”
2:6–11	       Center  Hymn
2:12–18	     C2  Exhortation to obedience
2:19–3:1	   B2  Epaphroditus’ trials
4:2–9	 A2  Summons to koinºnia for Euodia and Syntyche, the specific concern of this letter.
P. Wick 1994, without noting Aspen’s proposal, laid out blocks of parallel material (depending chiefly 
on vocabulary links), with the hymn as center, but for all four chs.:

Prescript, 1:1–2        Prooimium, 1:3–11        Postscript, 4:21–23
Einheit A (theme: friends and enemies, in a self-report; salvation; “death,” “flesh,” 243 and 250 words)
      a1 = 1:12–26        (see box on p. 43; Greek printout 205)        a2 = 3:1–16
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an inclusio, two references serving as brackets for a passage or document (e.g., 
“grace” at 1:2 and 4:23; “peace” 1:2, 4:7, cf. 4:9). Such analyses vary and often 
contradict each other. L. Alexander sees a Hellenistic “family letter”—1:1–2, 1:3–
11, 1:12–26 (reassurance about the sender); 1:27–2:18 (request for reassurance 

Einheit B (theme: walk/conduct, opponents; admonition, warning; politeuesthai, politeuma, 82/90 
words)
      b1 = 1:27–30        (box on p. 45; Greek, 206)        b2 = 3:17–21
Einheit C (theme: the same mind, joy; parakalein words; (be)love(d); 5 items in 2:1 and 4:1; 58/53 
words)
        c1 = 2:1–4 (+ 5–11)        (box on p. 47; Greek, 207)        c2 = 4:1–3

2:5–11, the hymn relates to all units (Einheiten)
Einheit D (theme: awe and joy at salvation; rejoice 2x, always; series of terms in 4:6, 8; 115/101 words)
      d1 = 2:12–18        (box on p. 51; Greek, 208)        d2 = 4:4–9
Einheit E (theme: [epistolary] correspondence; joy, need, send, lack, Epaphroditus; 173/169 words)
    e1 = 2:19–30        (box on p. 53; Greek, 209)        e2 = 4:10–20.
Wicks’ proposal has received some support (e.g., Pretorius 1998), but critique in Reed, DA 292–93, 
361–64, cf. 292–93 and 255 n 372.

Different again is Luter/Lee 1995:92; their center is 2:17–3:1b, not 2:6–11:
1:1–2 Opening Greetings, previewing “partnership” theme, emphasizing servant-leadership.
	 A.	 1:3–11 Prologue, “Partnership in the Gospel” theme, introduced with prayerful gratitude.
		  B.	� 1:12–26 Comfort/Example: Paul’s Safety and Right Thinking in the Midst of a Difficult 

‘Guarded’ Situation.
			   C.	 1:27–2:4 Challenge: Stand Fast and Be United, Fulfilling Paul’s Joy!
				    D.	� 2:5–16 Example/Action: Christ’s Example of Humility and Suffering before Glory, 

then Related Behavioral Instructions.
					     E. � 2:17–3:1a Midpoint: Caring Models of Gospel Partnership, Two of Which Are 

Sent to Help Immediately.
				    D′.	� 3:1b–21 Example/Action: Paul’s Example of Humbling and Suffering before “Up-

ward Call”/Transformation, then Instructions.
			   C′.	� 4:1–5 Challenge: Stand Fast and Accentuate Existing Joy by the Reconciliation of Two 

Past Gospel Partners!
		  B′.	� 4:6–9 Comfort/Example: The Philippians’ ‘Guarded’ Peace of Mind and Right Thinking in 

the Midst of an Anxious Situation.
	 A′.	 4:10–20 Epilogue: Partnership from the Past Renewed, with Expressed Gratitude.
4:21–23 Closing Greetings: Reviewing Partnership Theme, Emphasizing Oneness of the Saints. Se-
vere critique by Porter and Reed 1998, and on Wick’s use of Qoh 1:3–3:15, 2 Sam 9–20, and 1 Kgs 1–2 
to provide evidence for parallelisms in a Pauline letter. WDNTECLR 358, either Wick or Luter/Lee or 
both “manipulated the data.” C. W. Davis is similar to Luter/Lee (Phil 2:19–30 as “center,” D. F. 
Watson’s “digression”) but differs on the number and scope of concentric units:

	 A = 1:1–2	 B = 1:3–26	 C = 1:27–2:18

D = 2:19–30

	 C′ = 3:1–4:9	 B′ = 4:10–20	 A′ = 4:21–23.

Bittasi 210–11, cf. 206: two halves around 2:19–30: 1:1–2 praescript, 1:3–11 exordium, with 1:9–11 as 
propositio → 1:12–26 → exhortatio 1:27–30 → 2:1–18 the example of Christ Jesus; the center of the 
letter = 2:19–30 Timothy and Epaphroditus; 3:1 hesitation and reception formula → 3:2–16 the ex-
ample of Paul → 3:17–4:1 exhortation → 4:2–9 particular exhortations → 4:10–20 final thanks → 
4:21–23 postscriptum. J. W. Welch ([12] Bibl.) 226 concluded Phil “contains no overall chiastic struc-
ture”; the small chiastic patterns are “relatively insignificant and unremarkable.” For a possible chias-
tic structure in Letter B, see (5) Comment A.1.

	 VI. Partition Theories and the Unity (Integrity) of the Document	 11
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about the recipients); 2:19–30; 4:10–20, thanks; 4:21–22 (greetings), 4:23; 3:1–4:9 
breaks the pattern to deliver a “sermon at a distance.” Holloway 2001:7–34 takes 
Phil as a unity in his effort to show that the entire document is a “letter of consola-
tion.”� Similarly, West, in stressing “dying for friends” as part of the philia topos.� 
Arguments have also claimed Phil as a “letter of friendship”; e.g., Fee 23, cf. 3–4, 
is dubious for the letter in its entirety, but elements from this topos work well in 
Letter A (4:10–20; see [16] Comment A.2). Witherington, in spite of his title 
Friendship . . . in Philippi, does not go the route of philia, but instead invokes a 
presumed rhetorical structure (27–28, cf. 11–20). Epistolary and rhetorical analy-
ses were applied by R. Pesch 1985 in a three-letter hypothesis.� Edart prefers a 
rhetorical over an epistolary model, with 3:2–16 as a separate letter.�

Arguments exist, along various lines, for Phil as a unitary letter or a combina-
tion of two or three letters. Note esp. Schenk’s text-linguistic, as well as traditional 
and rhetorical, arguments for three letters. We are impressed with a broad trend 
toward three letters, but this carries the obligation to provide a “double exegesis,” 
the sense in Letter A (or B or C) and in the redacted document we possess. Hence 
the working hypothesis outlined on p. 3, above, for three letters by Paul to Philippi. 

�  Holloway 2001 “seeks to understand” Phil “as an ancient letter of consolation” (p. 1). “Consolation” 
= not just as “sympathy” but considerable admonition (“tough love”). Philosophical theories in Cic., 
Tusc. 3.31.76. It was common to distinguish “what really matters” from adiaphora and to emphasize 
joy (“you must . . . learn how to rejoice,” Seneca, Ep. 23.3). Overall, Holloway’s attempt at genre does 
not convince, but instances of consolation in some passages (not always in Holloway) will be examined 
in context.
�  Dying for friends was a frequent, though varied, theme in the ancient world (West 32–130; cf. Rom 
5:8, 1 Thess 5:10, and 1 Cor 15:3). But the “hymn to Christ” in 2:6–11 (133–54) lacks any hyper phrase 
(“for us”), and so West is reduced to arguing that “[r]eaders in a Greco-Roman city” could have under-
stood the hymn thus, “based on their cultural context” (135–36; 152 n 66). The attempt to find “escha-
tological proof” in 2:9–11 of “vindication that will be shared at the Day of the Lord by those who suffer 
for the sake of the gospel” (153) faces the difficulties that these vv lack any parousia reference and 
speak of all “in heaven, on earth, and under the earth,” not suffering Christians.
�  Letter A, prescript and possible exordium are missing; the body (4:10–20) is a narratio. For Letter B see 
Doty 43, Schenk 68–249, as well as Pesch: prescript (1:1–2), exordium (1:3–11), narratio (1:12–26, about 
Paul), with thesis for the congregation (1:27–30), proofs (probatio) and paraenesis woven in (2:1–18). 
Then travel plans (2:19–30), followed by concluding admonitions (3:1, possibly 4:4–7) and doubtless 
greetings and benediction in a postscript (not extant). Letter C: prescript and exordium not preserved, the 
body (3:1b or 2–21) is a warning, with narratio about Paul (3:4–14), which provides proofs (probabtio, 
3:8b–11, eschatologically oriented), admonitions, and peroratio (3:20), possibly including 4:1–3 and  
8–9. Any greetings and benediction are lost. For Letter C, see also Reumann 1991a ([11] Bibl.) 137: 
3:2–3 = exordium, sharp antithesis between “true circumcision” and “mutilation,” with warning against 
the (negative example) “evil workers” who trust in the flesh. Transition in 3:4 to autobiography (“I”), with 
5–6 a narratio about Paul’s way of life under the Law (negative example) and then 7–11 as positive ex-
ample, narratio becoming argumentatio. propositio in vv 9–10, on righteousness and faith and knowing 
Christ (resurrection and sufferings). Paul’s personal testimony continues through 12–14, as argumenta-
tio. Vv 15–21 are direct refutatio of those warned against in v 2. Vv 20–21 cite as climax and future prom-
ise a “song of confidence in Christ’s power.” 4:1–3 and 8–9 can then be taken as peroratio.
�  Edart 15–41 and 210–75; see above, n 2. Letter B stresses justification, which is not referred to in 
1:1–3:1a or 3:17–4:23. 3:11, 12b (perfection) 13b, 14 (the prize) are redactoral (261), from the per-
spective of a Stoic sage (266–71), with Luke the probable redactor (273–75). Eckey concludes for 
three letters.
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The proof of any theory is how it works out in practice and enables readers to see 
things in the text. Letters to Philippi from different settings contrasts with the tradi-
tion that all the “imprisonment epistles” (Phil, Col, Phlm, Eph) are of a piece, 
from one place.

Select Bibliography on Unity (Integrity) and Partitioning of Phi-
lippians (see also General Bibliography)
Bell, G. 1914. “The Epistle to the Philippians: A Reply [to K. Lake],” Exp, 8th Series, Vol. 

8: 143–54.
Benoit, P. La Sainte Bible. Les épîtres de Saint Paul aux Philippiens, à Philemon, aux Co-

lossiens, aux Éphésiens. 2nd rev. ed. Paris: Les Éditions du Cerf, 1953, p. 19, cf. 31; 
1956 one-vol. ed, p. 1487. The Eng. tr. does not reflect this view. See JB, ed. 
A. Jones (1966) (NT) 260–61, 341 note on 3:1, where 3:1ff. is taken as a “post-
script.” On the relationship of JB to the French Bible de Jérusalem (originally La 
Sainte Bible . . .), and JB’s general conservatism, cf. B. Vawter in The Duke Divinity 
School Review 44 (1979) 94–96.

Cook, D. 1981. “Stephanus Le Moyne and the Dissection of Philippians,” JTS 32:138–42.
Jones, M. 1914. “The Integrity of the Epistle to the Philippians,” Exp, 8th Series, Vol. 

8:457–73.
Koperski, V. 1992. “Text Liguistics and the Integrity of Philippians: A Critique of Wolfgang 

Schenk’s Argument for a Compilation Hypothesis,” ETL 68:331–67.
      . 1993. “The Early History of the Dissection of Philippians,” JTS 44:599–603.
Lake, K. 1914. “The Critical Problems of the Epistle to the Philippians,” Exp, 8th Series, 

Vol. 7: 481–93.
Michael, J. H. 1920. “The Philippian Interpolation—Where Does It End?” Exp, 8th Se-

ries, Vol. 19:49–63.
      . 1922–23. “The First and Second Epistles to the Philippians,” ExpTim 34:106–9.
Müller-Bardorff, J. 1957–58. “Zur Frage der literarischen Einheit des Philipperbriefes,” 

Wissenschaftliche Zeitschrift der Friedrich-Schiller Universität Jena 7, Gesellschafts- 
und sprachwissenschaftliche Reihe 4, 591–604.

Symes, J. E. 1914. “Five Epistles to the Philippians,” The Interpreter 10.2:167–70.

VII. THEORIES ON PLACE AND DATE OF WRITING FOR 
THE (THREE) LETTERS AND THEIR REDACTION

A. Places and Dates for the Letter(s) by Paul to Philippi. The traditional answer was 
Rome (Acts 28 or at a later imprisonment there). As the 19th cent. dawned, Cae-
sarea in Palestine was proposed (Acts 23:33–27:2); late in the 19th cent., Ephesus, 
where Paul ministered for two years or more (Acts 19:1–22). Corinth has been sug-
gested, esp. since 1973. Generally those who favor Rome also champion the unity 
of Phil (Beare is an exception: Rome, but three letters). R. P. Martin 1976:56 de-
clared “an impasse” on place.

Patristic views are mixed (cf. Curran 200, “there was really no ancient tradition 
on the subject”) but eventually came down for Rome, a position that continued 
into the 19th cent. and beyond (e.g., Schinz 1833; H. G. A. Ewald 1857; K. Barth 
1927). Caesarea Maritima was esp. championed by Lohmyer (1930 KEK; 1956 

	 VII. Theories on Place and Date of Writing for the (Three) Letters	 13

27758-01.indd   13 8/29/08   8:20:48 AM

Copyrighted Material



14	 introduction

ed., pp. 3–4; Schmauch, Beiheft 12–13; Reicke 1970). Ephesus, first advanced by 
H. Lisco, then Deissmann, received major support in Feine 1916 and G. S. Dun-
can. On Corinth, see S. Dockx.

For each site, reconstruction of events is necessary. Arguments involve (1) dis-
tance and travel time for trips between Philippi and the place of Paul’s imprison-
ment (see III.C, above; Ephesus comes off well); (2) the meaning of Praetorium 
(see on 1:13, possible for all sites); (3) ”those of the Emperor’s household” (4:22, 
people found in all four places); (4) Paul’s collection project for the saints at Jeru-
salem (completed by the time Paul was in Caesarea or Rome; Philippi was likely 
much involved); (5) the serious nature of Paul’s incarceration (Phil 1:20–23, death 
possible; hardly the freedom “without hindrance” at Rome in Acts 28); (6) iden-
tity of the brothers and sisters with Paul (Phil 4:21b; see [17] Comment B.3); 
(7) references to Paul visiting Philippi and travel references in 1 Cor like 4:17. 
Each site continues to have champions (often less firm than in the past, with per-
haps increasing support for Ephesus). An Ephesian provenance explains more for 
and about Phil than any other theory. Once place is agreed on, dating follows 
(VIII, below).

Select Bibliography on Place and Date (see also Commentaries)
Albertz, M. 1910. “Über die Abfassung des Philipperbriefes des Paulus zu Ephesus,” TSK 

83:551–94.
Bowen, C. R. 1920. “Are Paul’s Prison Letters from Ephesus?” AJT 24:112–35, 277–87.
Curran, J. T. 1945. “Tradition and the Roman Origin of the Captivity Letters,” TS 6:163–

205.
Deissmann, A. 1923. “Zur ephesinischen Gefangenschaft des Apostle Paulus,” in Anato-

lian Studies presented to Sir William Mitchell Ramsay, ed. W. H. Buckler/W. M. 
Calder (Manchester: Manchester Univ.) 121–27.

Dockx, S. 1973. “Lieu et date de l’épître aux Philipiens,” RB 80: 230–46, repr. in his Chro-
nologies néotestamentaires et Vie de l’Église primitive: Recherches exégétiques 
(Paris: Duculot, 1976) 89–105; cf. also 119–280 on chronology.

Duncan, G. S. 1929. St. Paul’s Ephesian Ministry. A Reconstruction with special reference 
to the Ephesian origin of the Imprisonment Epistles. London: Hodder & Stough-
ton/New York: Scribners, 1930. Also ExpTim 43 (1931–32) 7–11; 46 (1935–36) 
293–98; 67 (1955–56) 163–66; and NTS 3 (1956–57) 211–18.

      . 1958–59. “Chronological Table to Illustrate Paul’s Ministry in Asia,” NTS 5:43–
45.

Feine, P. 1916. Die Abfassung des Philippersbriefes in Ephesus mit einer Anlage über Röm 
16,3–20 als Epheserbrief. BFCT 20/4. Gütersloh: Bertelsmann.

Lisco, H. 1900. Vincula Sanctorum. Ein Beitrag zur Erklärung der Gefangenschaftsbriefe 
des Apostels Paulus. Berlin: J. Schneider & Co. (H. Klinsmann).

Manson, T. W. 1939. “St. Paul in Ephesus: (1) The Date of the Epistle to the Philippians,” 
BJRL 23:182–300, repr. in and cited from Manson’s Studies in the Gospels and 
Epistles, ed. M. Black (Manchester: Manchester Univ. Press/Philadelphia: West-
minster, 1962) 149–67.

Michaelis, W. 1925a. Die Gefangenschaft des Paulus in Ephesus und das Itinerar des Timo-
theus. Untersuchungen zur Chronologie des Paulus und der Paulusbriefe. NTF I. 
Reihe, 3. Heft. Gütersloh: Bertelsmann. Chronological Table, 188–89.
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      . 1928a. “The Trial of St. Paul in Ephesus,” JTS 29:368–75.
      . 1933. Die Datierung des Philipperbriefes. NTF I. Reihe, 8. Heft. Gütersloh: Ber-

telsmann.
Reicke, B. 1970. “Caesarea, Rome and the Captivity Epistles,” in Apostolic History and the 

Gospel. Biblical and Historical Essays Presented to F. F. Bruce, ed. W. W. Gasque/
R. P. Martin (Exeter: Paternoster/Grand Rapids: Eerdmans) 277–86; repr. 2001, 
Re-examining Paul’s Letters. The History of the Pauline Correspondence, ed. D. P. 
Moessner/I. Reicke (Harrisburg, PA: Trinity Press International, 2001).

Schmid, J. 1931. Zeit und Ort der paulinischen Gefangenschaftsbriefe. Freiburg-im-
Breisgau: Herder.

Thielman, F. S. 2003. “Ephesus and the Literary Setting of Philippians” in FS Hawthorne 
(General Bibliography, under “Hansen”) 205–23.

Thiessen, W. 1995. Christen in Ephesus. Die historische und theologische Situation in vor-
paulinischer und paulinischer Zeit and zur Zeit der Apostelgeschichte und der Pasto-
ralbriefe. TANZ 12. Tübingen/Basel: Francke.

B. The Redaction of the Three Letters. Local congregations (Mowry), some indi-
vidual (like Onesimus, later bishop of Ephesus; Goodspeed 1933), or a Pauline 
“school” (Schenke 1975) have been proposed for putting together letter fragments 
and a Pauline corpus. More recently, Trobisch suggested Paul himself began the 
task while in Ephesus (Phil deserves more discussion, 137). Most likely Christians 
in Philippi were responsible for combining Letters B, C, and A (in that order), a.d. 
90–100 (Bornkamm 1962; Gnilka 17–18; Bormann 1995:133–36). Letter A comes 
last because of its “personal character” or its length (shortest last), or to close the 
redacted epistle on a note of ad maiorem Philippensium gloriam, “to the greater 
glory of Philippi,” a natural theme in the Roman colºnia (Vielhauer 1975:162, cf. 
Walter 20). Thus another contribution of the church, to be added (Bormann 
1995:136) to those in Reumann 1993.

Select Bibliography on Redaction (see also General Bibliography)
Bornkamm, G. 1962. “Der Philipperbrief als paulinische Briefsammlung,” in Neotesta-

mentica et Patristica, FS O. Cullmann, NovTSup 6 (Leiden: Brill) 192–20; repr. 
in Bornkamm’s Geschichte und Glaube: GA 2/4, BEvT 53 (Munich: Kaiser, 1971) 
195–205.

Gamble, H. 1975. “The Redaction of the Pauline Letters and the Formation of the Pauline 
Corpus,” JBL 94: 403–18.

Goodspeed, E. J. 1933. The Meaning of Ephesians. Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press.
Harnack, A. 1926. Die Briefsammlung des Apostels Paulus und die anderen vorkonstan-

tinischen christlichen Briefsammlungen: Sechs Vorlesungen aus der altkirchlichen 
Literaturgeschichte. Leipzig: Hinrichs.

Hartke, W. 1917. Die Sammlung und die älteste Ausgabe der Paulusbriefe. Bonn: 
C. Georgi.

Mowry, L. 1944. “The Early Circulation of Paul’s Letters,” JBL 63:73–86.
Schenke, H.-M. 1975. “Das Weiterwirken des Paulus und die Pflege seines Erbes durch die 

Paulus-Schule,” NTS 21:505–18 = Schenke/Fischer, Einl. (1978) 233–47.
Schmithals, W. 1960. “Zur Abfassung und ältesten Sammlung der paulinischen Haupt-

briefe,” ZNW 51:225–45, repr. in Paulus und die Gnostiker (1965), cited from 
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Gnostics (1972), “On the Collection and Earliest Composition of the Major Epis-
tles of Paul,” 239–74.

Trobisch, D. 1989. Die Entstehung der Paulusbriefsammlung: Studien zu den Anfängen 
christlicher Publizistik. NTOA 10. Freiburg: Universitätsverlag/Göttingen: Van-
denhoeck & Ruprecht.

      . 1994. Paul’s Letter Collection: Tracing the Origins. Minneapolis: Fortress.
Zahn, T. 1888–92. Geschichte des neutestamentlichen Kanons. 4 vols. Erlangen: Deichert. 

Repr. Hildesheim/New York: Georg Olms, 1975.

VIII. CHRONOLOGY ON PAUL AND PHILIPPI (a.d. 48–57)

The three letters from Paul to Philippi and three possible visits he made to the city 
according to Acts (II, above) may be integrated into an overall chronology, using 
dates in agreement with a majority of recent interpreters, not the proposed “early 
chronologies” of J. Knox or Lüdemann.

Chart 2 :  Paul and Philippi: An Attempt at Chronology and Critical Coordination

Apostolic Conference (Acts 15), variously dated by scholars to a.d. 43, 46, 47, 48, 49 

So-Called Second Missionary Journey (Acts 15:36–18:22)
Antioch → Syria, Cilicia (Tarsus? 15:41) → Lystra (+ Timothy, 16:1–4). 16:5 = fourth 
“summary statement” in Acts (cf. 6:7; 9:31; 12:24; 19:20; 28:30–31). → Phrygia, Gala-
tia, (16:6) → Mysia and Troas (vision of man of Macedonia, 16:9–10).

a.d.	 “We”-section (16:10–17 or 18) → Neapolis, PHILIPPI (16:12)

48–49	 FOUNDING MISSION AT PHILIPPI (Acts 16:12–40, above, II), several months 
duration = Visit 1 by Paul (and team) to Philippi

49	 Paul goes to Thessalonica, Beroea, and Athens. The Philippians send aid to Paul 
in Thessalonica at least twice (Phil 4:16)

50	 Arrival in Corinth, extensive ministry there 50–51 (or 52, Marxsen, Intro., others). 
Writes 1 THESSALONIANS (and 2 Thess, if genuine). Contacts with Philippi??—
unknown.

51	 Hearing before Gallio, proconsul from summer 51 till summer 52 (Riesner 206–7, 
e.g.)

	 Paul leaves Corinth, by ship, via Ephesus, and goes to Jerusalem (Acts 18:22). Ap-
ostolic Conference (account in Acts 15), if identified with this visit (so J. Knox, 
Jewett, e.g.)

	 Winter of 51/52, at Antioch (Acts 18:22b–23a) (conflict with Peter, Gal 2:11ff.)

52	 So-called Third Missionary Journey (Acts 18:23–21:17), goes through Galatia and 
Phrygia, to Ephesus

53–54	 Paul settles in Ephesus, eventually locating his ministry in the hall of Tyrannus, for 
two years, perhaps 27 months (19:10). Planning further missionary work, he sends, 
perhaps at this time, Timothy and Erastus to Macedonia (Acts 20:22).
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	 1 CORINTHIANS written, before Pentecost, perhaps in 54 (1 Cor 16:9). = Letter 
A in the sequence to Corinth. A “previous letter” (cf. 1 Cor 5:9) is likely lost (some 
see it at 2 Cor 6:14–7:1, but others claim that frg. is related to Qumran or is an anti-
Pauline frg. from Paul’s opponents). Collange and others put Phil A and B before 
1 Cor, but does 1 Cor suggest any imprisonment experience? At 1 Cor 16:5, Paul 
notes that he intends to pass through Macedonia on the way to Corinth.

	 GALATIANS was written sometime in this period (a.d. 52–54, Jewett 1979:50–55, 
H. D. Betz, Gal; unless it is fitted into the Corinthian sojourn in 56–57 when Paul 
writes Rom; Wedderburn 2002:108, before 1 Cor).

	 During this Ephesian period, the congregation in Philippi hears of Paul’s situation 
(from Timothy and Erastus?) and sends aid, presumably with their congregational 
apostolos and leitourgos, Epaphroditus. See Chart 1, in III.C, above, on these and 
other contacts between Philippi and Paul.

	 Paul writes LETTER A TO PHILIPPI (4:10–20), a note of thanks; he may not as 
yet be imprisoned; cf. 4:14 thlipsis, however.

54–55	 Paul imprisoned in Ephesus—cf. Duncan’s “first crisis”: charged by Jews with 
temple-robbery (Acts 19:9; 20:19 and 3; 19:37 hierosulos; Paul had effects not only 
on the pagan temple of Artemis but also on the temple-tax for the Jewish cult cen-
ter in Jerusalem).

	 Writes LETTER B TO PHILIPPI (1:1 or 1:3–2:30 or 3:1, plus perhaps parts of 
the present 4:1–9 and 21–23)

	 Sometime during this period Titus was sent to Corinth concerning Paul’s “collec-
tion project” for the Jewish-Christian poor in Jerusalem.

55	 Paul released (cf. Acts 20:21). Riot of the silversmiths (19:23–41, if not earlier or 
later). Paul in Asia Minor (province of Asia, outside Ephesus). Imprisoned again? 
(cf. 2 Cor 1:8)—PHILEMON written.

	 Writes LETTER B TO CORINTH, an apologia for his ministry, seeking to win 
the Corinthians over, in the face of unsettled conditions in the church there (= 2 
Cor 2:14–6:13, 7:2–4), from the Ephesus area.

	 LETTER C TO PHILIPPI (3:2–21), the polemic. Is the same group as, or one simi-
lar to, the opponents in Galatia, or those who are being encountered in Corinth?

	 (June)—“Painful Visit” to Corinth, a quick trip across the Aegean; Paul humili-
ated (trip unrecorded in Acts, but cf. 2 Cor 2:4, 9; 7:12; 12:14; 13:1).

	 LETTER C TO CORINTH, the “Letter of Tears” (so called from 2 Cor 2:4, “I 
wrote you with many tears”; some compare Phil 3:18 “with tears”) = 2 Cor 10–13; 
from the Ephesus area. 2 Cor 11:8–9 notes how Christians from Macedonia had 
supplied Paul’s needs when he was in Corinth.

	 Sometime thereafter, Titus was dispatched to Corinth (so Marxsen, among others, 
assuming that 2 Cor 12:18 refers to an earlier visit).

	 A possible Asian imprisonment that led Paul to despair of life itself (2 Cor 1:8–11). 
Jewett places it at the end of the winter of 55–56, actually in 56.

	 After release or when circumstances permitted, Paul travels overland to Troas and, 
not finding Titus there (after his trip to Corinth), goes on to Macedonia (Acts 20:1; 
2 Cor 2:12), where he meets Titus and learns that reconciliation has been achieved 
with the Corinthians. Did this take place at Philippi or Thessalonica?

	 VIII. Chronology on Paul and Philippi	 17
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	 = Visit 2 by Paul to Philippi.

	 LETTER D TO CORINTH, the “Reconciliation Letter,” 2 Cor 1:3–2:13, 7:5–
16, from Macedonia (7:5–6). If 2 Cor 8 was a separate letter, it was dispatched soon 
afterwards to Corinth, and ch. 9 just after that, to Achaia, from Macedonia. Both 
concern the collection, the latter being more positive on its progress. Some take as 
part of a single letter, with 1–8 or portions thereof.

56–57,	 winter—Paul in Corinth (Acts 20:2–3)—ROMANS written, copies possibly also 
to churches in the East.

57	 Trip back through Macedonia, including Philippi (Acts 20:6) = Paul’s third and 
last visit there, according to Acts. → Troas, Miletus (contact with elders from 
Ephesus), arrival in Jerusalem in June. Arrest.

57–59	 Imprisonment, mostly in Caesarea.

59–60,	 winter—Voyage to Rome, shipwreck in Malta.� → Rome in early a.d. 60.

Select Bibliography on Chronology (see also General Bibliography)
Dockx, S. 1971. “Chronologie de la vie de Saint Paul, depuis sa conversion jusqu’à son 

séjour à Rom,” NovT 13:261–304, repr. in 1976 (Intro. VII.A, under 1973) 45–
87.

      . 1974. “Chronologie Paulinienne de l’année de la grande collecte,” RB 81:183–95, 
repr. in 1976 (Intro. VII.A, under 1973) 108–18.

Donfried, K. 1992. “Chronology: New Testament,” ABD 1:1011–22.
Georgi, D. 1965. Geschichte der Kollekte des Paulus für Jerusalem. TF 38. Hamburg-

Bergstedt: Reich, Evangelischer Verlag. Cited from tr., Remembering the Poor: The 
History of Paul’s Collection for Jerusalem. Nashville: Abingdon, 1992.

Hurd, J. C. 1976. “Chronology, Pauline,” IDBSup 166–67.
Jewett, R. 1979. A Chronology of Paul’s Life. Philadelphia: Fortress.
Knox, J. 1950. Chapters in a Life of Paul. New York/Nashville: Abingdon. Rev. ed., ed. 

D. R. A. Hare. Macon: Mercer, 1987.
      . 1983. “Chapters in a Life of Paul—A Response to Robert Jewett and Gerd Luede-

mann,” in Colloquy on New Testament Studies: A Time for Reappraisals and Fresh 
Approaches, ed. B. C. Corley (Macon: Mercer) 339–64.

Lüdemann, G. 1984. Paulus der Heiden Apostel. I. Studien zur Chronologie. FRLANT 123. 
Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1980. Cited from tr., G. Luedemann, Paul 
Apostle to the Gentiles: Studies in Chronology. Philadelphia: Fortress.

      . 1983. “A Chronology of Paul,” in Colloquy, ed. B. C. Corley (cited above under 
Knox, J., 1983) 289–307.

Ogg, G. 1968. The Odyssey of Paul: A Chronology. Old Tappen, NJ: Fleming H. Revell, 
1968. = The Chronology of the Life of Paul. London: Epworth.

Scriba, A. 2001. “Von Korinth nach Rom: Die Chronologie der letzten Jahre des Paulus,” 
in F. W. Horn, ed., 2001:157–73.

Suhl, A. 1995. “Paulinische Chronologie im Streit der Meinungen,” ANRW 2.26/2:939–
1188.

Wedderburn, A. J. M. 2002. “Paul’s Collection: Chronological History,” NTS 48:95–110.

27758-01.indd   18 8/29/08   8:20:49 AM

Copyrighted Material



IX. METHODS AND APPROACH IN THIS COMMENTARY

Methodology calls for more attention than space here permits.� In general, the 
recognized steps in historical-literary-critical approaches have been followed (cf. 
L. E. Keck/G. M. Tucker, “Exegesis,” IDBSup 296–303, esp. 299–301; Reumann 
1969, 1978). Of so-called new methods (cf. Reumann 1992), rhetorical and so-
cial-world approaches have proven helpful but not so definitive as some hoped. 
One can applaud the desire for “historically grounded theological exegesis” 
(Bockmuehl 43), but within the confines of space and human frailty, an eclectic 
approach often results, fitting for Phil. See further, Philippian Studies.

Select Bibliography on Methods and Approach (see also General Bib-
liography)
Reumann, J. 1969. “Methods in Studying the Biblical Text Today,” CTM 40: 655–81.
      . 1978. “Exegetes, Honesty, and the Faith . . . ,” CurTM 5: 16–32.
      . 1992. “After Historical Criticism, What? Trends in Biblical Interpretation and 

Ecumenical, Interfaith Dialogues,” JES 29: 55–86.

X. THEOLOGY IN PHILIPPIANS

Commentators sometimes produce a treatment of theology in Phil only; e.g., Fee 
46–53; U. B. Müller 25–31; Hawthorne 1987; Reumann 1987; I. H. Marshall 
1993; Fowl 2005:205–35, theology of friendship. More commonly Phil is treated 
as part of Pauline or NT theology, often minor in comparison with Gal or Rom. 
E.g., TPTA, Bultmann. See further, Philippian Studies.
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Philadelphia: Westminster, 1977. 2nd ed., SCM/Philadelphia: Trinity Press Inter-
national, repr. 2005.

Eichholz, G. 1972. Die Theologie des Paulus im Umriss. Neukirchen: Neukirchener Ver-
lag.

�  For experiences and reflections in writing AB Phil, see my address at the 1997 SBL/AAR Lutheran 
Professors and Graduate Students breakfast, “Serving Two Masters: Teaching and Writing Between 
Academy and Church,” Intersections (ELCA Division for Higher Education and Schools) 9 (2000) 
23–33.
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